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REMARKS 

Claims 1-8, 10-15, 17, 18 and 20 are pending in this appUcation. The foDowing 
remarks are made responsive to the Office Action mailed November 16, 2005. 

Qaims 1-3, 5-8, 10-15, 17, 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
bemg unpatentable ove Peyrelevade et al (US 2003/01200550) in view of Wong US 
6,343, 275. For a 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection, the combination of references must disclose 
each and every element of the claim and provide fte motivation to combine fho 
references to make the claimed invention. 

The OfiSce Action states ^Teyrelevade does not electronically distribute and 
i^Klate the reseller sites but Wong discloses electronically distribute the latest version of 
the data to said reseller, delivering electronically, from time to time, as determined by the 
source location^ an updated information from said database to the resells: sites with the 
timing of said distribution determined by said source (coL 4, lines 22-27). 

Column 4, lines 22-27 states: 

In the case of a just-in-time product reseller, for example, a 
comprehensive product list is updated electronically in real time or at 
regular intervals from various sources (e-g., by file download, over the 
Web, or from CD or floppy distributions or other media or even manual 
input** 

This support and Wong do not disclose 'the timing of said distribution determined 
by said source** as recited in claim 1. Therefore, this combination &ils to disclose, teach, 
or suggest all the elements of claim 1, and does not provide motivation to combine the 
ref^ences to make &e invention of daim 1. 
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aaims 2-7 

Claims 2-7 depend from claim 1» so the arguments for claim 1 are applicable to 
Ihem as well. FurthcmiOTe, Peyrelevade and Wong, alone or in combination^ &il to 
teach, disclose^ suggest or motivate one of ordinary sldll in the art to make the additional 
features of claims 2-7. 

OaimS 

As per the discussion of claim X> the lack of disclosure or suggestion in 
Peyrelevade is not addressed by the combination of Wong as Wong fuls to disclose or 
suggest that tibe somce location detomines die timing of delivery of electronic updates as 
recited by "^delivering electronicaUy> fiom time to time^ as determined by said source 
location, said updated information iiom said database to said leseUa- sites." Therefore, 
this combination fail& to disclose^ teach, or suggest all the dements of claim 8, and does 
not provide motivation to combine the references to make the invention of claim 8. 

Claims 10-14 

Claims 10-14 depend fiom claim 1, so the arguments for claim 1 are applicable to 
them as well* Furthermore, Peyrelevade and Wong, alone or in combination, fail to 
teach, disclose, suggest or motivate one of ordinary skill in the art to make the additional 
features of claims 10-14. 

Claims 15 and 17 

Claim 15 requires in part, a communications link , responsive to a request for an 
electronic version of a user specked product (emphasis added)^ the product being 
specified in a transaction between the user and a reseller, the user accessing a database 
controlled by a source to provide the latest version of the product directly from the 
database. 
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Peyrelevade only discloses providing modules with cuixent product and marketing 
information, and Peyrelevade only discloses that the products that it provides current 
product and marketiz^ information are beauty products, see paragraph [0132]. 
Peyrelevade does not disclose products that themselves can be delivered only 
Blectronically. Only product information and programs related to obtaining and 
displaying that information are disclosed as bong in electronic format. See, for example, 
paragraph [0059] and [01 1 1] describing the program as used to ixxq>l6ment the invention. 
Peyrelevade, therefore, does not disclose allowing a user to directly access an electronic 
version of a product fiom the soxirce of the product 

Wong does not disclose at least ^a communications lxx3ik « responsive to a 
request for an electronic version of a user specified product (emphasis addet^, fhe 
product being specified in a transaction between the user and a reseller, the user 
accessing a database controlled by a source to provide the latest version of the product 
directly fiom the database." Wong discloses updating a product list» but not "allowing a 
user to directly access an electronic version of a product from tiie source of the product." 
Therefore, this combination fails to disclose, teach, or suggest all the elements of claim 
and does not provide motivation to combine the references to make the invention of 
claim 15. 

Claim 17 

Claim 17 depends fiom claim 1^ so the arguments for claiin 15 are applicable to it 
as well. Furtfa^more^ Peyrelevade and Wong, alone or in combination, fail to teach, 
disclose, suggest or motivate one of ordinary skill in the art to make the additional 
features of claim 17, 
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aamis 18 and 20 

Qaim 18 requires in part, accepting a purchase order for a user selected product 
under fhe control of a source location, controlling the deliveiy of die product to the user 
by the source location^ and maintaining the commercial relationship between fhe user and 
the reseller. 

While Peyrelevade discloses the use of a payment cxigjue that allows a customer 
to purchase the product over the internet, including using the reseller's payment engine 
(paiagraphs [0108-0109]), Peyrelevade does not disclose controlling delivery of the 
product to the user by the source location. Peyrelevade does not disclose any mechanism 
for delivery of the product to the user. Peyrelevade only discloses mechanisms for 
delivering product information to the reseller for display as described with reference to 
claim 1. Paragraph [0035], As discussed abovei, Wong indicates updating a product list, 
but does not disclose or suggest controlling the delivery of tibie product to the user by the 
source location. Therefore^ this combination fails to disclose, teach, or suggest all the 
elements of claim 18, and does not provide motivation to combine the references to make 
the invention of claim 18. 

Claim 20 dqpends from claim 1, so the argumeuts for claim 17 are applicable to it 
as well. Furthermore, Peyrelevade and Wong, alone or in combination, fail to teach, 
disclose, suggest or motivate one of ordinary skill in the art to make the additional 
features of claim 20* 

Claim 4 
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Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U,S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable ove Peyrelevade 
et al (US 2003/01200550) in view of Wong US 6,343, 275 and further in view of Narain 
etaL (US 6,535,506). 

Claim 4 requires, in addition to the limitations of claim 1, at least one second 
connnunication link established £rom the source database to an accessing user at a 
reseller's electronic site such that the accessing user noay receive certain data directly 
fiom the source database while the accessing user r^ains in communication with the 
reseller's electronic site» the second communication link indepwdent fiom the iirst- 
mentioned communication link- 

Narain does not provide the disclosure nor motivation for a combination with 
Peyrelevade and Wong to mBk» the claimed invention of claim 4. In the discussion of 
Hgure 1 in Naiain's column 8, Narain does state that service provider may make 
sales to resellers or directly to end user customers." However, the only communication 
link described is for the provider to supply tiie reseller with 'the software with which to 
implement his sales activities-" Col- 8 lines 17-19. 'TTie service provider 104 is typically 
a company that supplies to resellers, such as the reseller 106, software and related 
services. This software and related services enable the reseller to implement the 
advertising and sale of push to talk buttons to end user customers, who may be 
merchants," CoL 8, lines 5-10, The interaction between the service provider and the 
reseller is subsequently described, and some interaction between the reseller and the end 
user customer in cplimms 8 and 9, but there is no disclosure or suggestion that it is 
desixable of a Uok between the user and the source while the usor is accessing the reseller 
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via another communication link. Therefore^ tbis combinatioa fails to disclose, teach, or 

suggest all the elements of claim 4, in particular 

at least one second commum'cation link established from said source 
database to an accessing iiser at a reseller's electronic site such that said 
accessing user may receive certain data directly &om said source database 
while said accessing user remains in communication with said reseller's 
electronic site^ said second communication link independent from said 
first-mentioned communication link. 



and does not provide motivation to combine the referraces to make the invention 



Conclusion 

In light of the arguments presented above^ pending claims 1-8, 10-5, 17, 18 and 
20 as amended are in condition for allowance, and applicants respectfully request a notice 
of allowance. 



of claim 4. 




Respectfully Submitted on Bdbalf of Applicant 
Kristi Cordova 




Eileen Lehmann 
Registration No. 39,272 
Hewlett-Packard Company 
Mail Stop 1197 
1501 Page Mill Road 
Palo Alto, OA 94304 
650-857-7940 (telephone) 
650-852-8063 (fax) 
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